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Application/Control Number: 1 0/051 ,405 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2142 

On July 10, 2006, the Office mailed an Examiner Interview Summary in this application. 
The interview summary incorrectly stated that it was summarizing an interview held for 
this application, 10/051,405, when it was actually summarizing an interview held for 
application 10/051 ,406. Obviously, the examiner who prepared the interview summary 
entered the incorrect serial number when creating the interview summary form. The 
interview summary should not have been mailed in this application. The interview 
summary has no relevance to this application. 

In order to remedy this situation, I have directed that the file containing the interview 
summary within USPTO's IFW (Image File Wrapper) system be closed and made non- 
public. Since this issue was brought to my attention by Andrew Caldwell, who is the 
supervisory patent examiner assigned to 10/051 ,406, 1 have asked him, rather than the 
examiner to whom the application was assigned, to take these actions on my behalf. 



The file that I have directed to be closed and made non-public is: 
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7/10/06 


EXIN 


Examiner Interview Summary Record (PTOL - 413) 
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The USPTO regrets any inconvenience to the Applicant resulting from the mailing of the 
Examiner Interview Summary. 

No response to this letter is required. 




WENDY GARBER. DIRECTOR 
TECHNOLOGY center 2100 



